Xiaoqing Diana Lin. Peking University: Chinese Scholarship and Intellectuals, 1898-1937 In her book on Peking University, Xiaoqing Diana Lin analyzes the early history of the most famous academic institution in modern China. As her book demonstrates, since its establishment in 1898, Peking University has played an important role in China's intellectual life, struggling to define new relationships between education and the state as well as between Western and Chinese education. Established by the Qing government as part of the imperial bureaucracy in response to China's defeat in the Sino-Japanese war, Peking University was intended to strengthen the Chinese empire by introducing Western knowledge while reaffirming the empire's neo-Confucian identity. In its early stages, therefore, Peking University embodied Zhang Zhidong's self-strengthening formula of zhongxue wei ti, xixue wei yong (Chinese learning as principle, and Western learning as application). Zhang Zhidong, in fact, was responsible for designing the university's first long-lasting curriculum in 1903, following a series of short-lived curricula drafted by Liang Qichao, Sun Jianai, and Zhang Baixi.
As the university gradually gained its independence from the state-due to the demise of the examination system, the fall of the Qing empire, and the political uncertainties of the early Republican period-its relationship with state and politics became more complex. During his years as chancellor of Peking University (1917 University ( -1926 , Cai Yuanpei resolutely affirmed the university's independence from the state. Cai's protection of the university's independence was not just a reaction against the marriage of Confucianism and politics that had characterized the imperial period, a connection most famously embodied by the examination system. It was also a product of Cai's vision of modern education. Influenced by the German model-Cai had studied in Germany-he viewed modern education as "a core of moral and theoretical knowledge" (p. 48) detached from immediate political and social utilitarian goals. Although Cai still wanted Peking University to be an important tool for the modernization and ultimate regeneration of the Chinese nation, he aimed at achieving these self-strengthening goals by developing a new form of knowledge, educating new citizens, and preparing them for self-government. As Lin explains, "Instead of direct participation in the government, [Cai] actively sought to fashion nationalism from the realm of education, severing the traditional connection between education and politics" (p. 48).
The first steps of Peking University, therefore, exemplify two of the main issues that were to characterize most of its life in the Republican years: the complex relationship between the university on the one hand, and on the other the state and China's political life at large. These early years also reveal a second important theme: the struggle to find a balance between the introduction of The strength of this book lies not just in the author's remarkable knowledge of the work of the main scholars who shaped intellectual life at Peking University, but also in her choice to focus on an educational institution rather than an individual scholar. By combining intellectual and institutional histories, Xiaoqing Diana Lin is able to achieve two main goals. She is able to create a "landscape" of intellectual trends, thus highlighting the variety and complexity of the Chinese response to Western social sciences and scholarship in general. Even within the main parameters that defined scholarship at Peking University-characterized by "historicism, evolution, and scientific methods, often in an eclectic combination with textual exegesis . . . and European metaphysics" (p. 2)-Peking University's faculty devised a wide range of solutions to the problem of integration of Western and Chinese learning.
Lin is also able to show how the intellectual trends of that period influenced higher education and attempted (unsuccessfully, in her view) to shape society through its educational curriculum. Cai Yuanpei, because of his refusal to set direct utilitarian goals for China's new higher education, downplayed the study of such disciplines as law and political sciences. In doing so, according to Lin, Cai failed to make the university a viable tool for the training of modern professions.
Cai's approach was reversed by his successor, Jiang Menglin. Jiang had studied in the United States and was deeply influenced by this country's educational system.
During his years as president of Peking University (1930) (1931) (1932) (1933) (1934) (1935) (1936) (1937) , Jiang pushed for academic specialization, departing from Cai's humanistic generalism. Jiang also brought a renewed attention to law, political sciences, and education. This attempt was, however, thwarted by the socioeconomic situation of the country that hindered the development of modern professions in society (chap. 7).
In spite of its many merits, this book remains narrowly focused on Peking University and its faculty, leaving to the reader the task of connecting the ideas of the university's influential scholars, so lucidly introduced by Lin, to wider historical themes. For example, Lin never explains how the experience of Peking University contributes to our understanding of the "derivative" nature of Chinese intellectual and educational discourse, in spite of the glaring similarities with the efforts of Indian intellectuals to respond to Western intellectual trends University something more than a footnote to the movement, this momentous connection deserved to be at least partially addressed. The failure to place Peking University into a wider historical discussion also leads to an almost perfunctory overview of the university under the Nanjing government (1927) (1928) (1929) (1930) (1931) (1932) (1933) (1934) (1935) (1936) (1937) . In this section we find hints of a return of government influence over the university, an issue that, however, Lin leaves unexplored.
In general, although the author declares that the "history of Peking University in the twentieth century both paralleled and shaped the development of Chinese intellectual culture" (p. 179), she never explains the university's interaction with wider intellectual (political or social) trends. This shortcoming, however, is amply compensated for by the author's skillful presentation of the wide range of scholars and ideas represented at Peking University in late Qing and Republican China.
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